Date: Tue, 27 Jul 93 08:44:11 PDT 

From: Ham-Policy Mailing List and Newsgroup <ham-policy@ucsd.edu> 
Errors-To: Ham-Policy-Errors@UCSD.Edu 

Reply-To: Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu 

Precedence: Bulk 

Subject: Ham-Policy Digest V93 4263 

To: Ham-Policy 


Ham-Policy Digest Tue, 27 Jul 93 Volume 93 : Issue 263 


Today's Topics: 
1947 No Code survey (was Re: References for Code vs. (2 msgs) 
ARRL and it's members 
ARRL Internet connection (was: Re: STILL waiting ...) 
ARRL opposes temporary permits 
Code/NoCode (2 msgs) 
Lead the Way! (was Re: 1947 No Code survey (was Re: References f 
Real CBers 
References for Code vs. No-Code Debate 82-90 
Wash Cnty, OR Antenna Ordinance - HELP !! (2 msgs) 


Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu> 
Send subscription requests to: <Ham-Policy-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu> 
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu. 


Archives of past issues of the Ham-Policy Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/ham-policy". 


We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text 
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official 
policies or positions of any party. Your mileage may vary. So there. 


Date: Mon, 26 Jul 93 21:10:05 GMT 

From: mvb.saic.com!unogate!news.service.uci.edu!usc!howland.reston.ans.net!torn! 
nott!cunews! revcan! balsam! cowan@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: 1947 No Code survey (was Re: References for Code vs. 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


swamik@orca.ele.uri.edu (Swami Kumaresan) writes: 


>Perhaps if the old-farts-with-attitude spent some of their time doing 
>constructive things like HELPING PEOPLE LEARN CODE, rather than running 
>people down for not having the precious code, more people might learn it. 0 
>the other hand, when they sit back and bitch about no-coders, they sound 
>just like the brain-dead goons on CB going on about how tough they are. 


VV VV VV 


"Oh, shut up" - now there's an interesting and informative comment. 


What is this? rec.radio.amateur.flame.flame.flame! 
I sure hope no non- or prospective hams are reading all this crap! 


KB1AMB/AA 


VV VV VV 


I hope they are. They might as well learn about some of the contemptible 
individuals in the hobby who are so egotistical that they would look down 
on a new ham because the newbie hasn't learned code. 


I suspect that the people involved in such snobbery really have no other 

way to demonstrate any kind of superiority over anyone. Being complete 
failures in other walks of life, their status as ham radio masters gives them 
the self-actualization they need. Rather than help others, it becomes more 
important to these people to establish dominance and prove their self-evident 
greatness. 


Darin Cowan - cowan@balsam.pinetree.org | I just try to make people's 
VE3 OIJ | lives a little more surreal 


Date: Mon, 26 Jul 93 21:03:03 GMT 

From: mvb.saic.com!unogate!news.service.uci.edu!usc!howland.reston.ans.net!torn! 
nott!cunews! revcan! balsam! cowan@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: 1947 No Code survey (was Re: References for Code vs. 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


system@garlic.sbs.com (Tony Pelliccio) writes: 
> Memorables from the Cranston, RI 146.700- repeater: 


"You sicken me." 
"Oh yeah, well you're an asshole." 
"Kilo Delta One Hotel listening on 10 70" 


"NILVU NILVU this is N1KRM" 


VV VV WV 


How about the VE3?? station that, after ragchewing on a repeater with another 
VE3?? station decided to AUTOPATCH to the person. Then the former person, 
after completing the call and going off the air with a "VE3?? clear", dumps 
on the next station that used the repeater because he (the VE3??) wasn't 


done yet. 


Then lets see, there're the autopatches to arrange visitation rights, to 
see who wants what for dinner. Who's talking about what check came in, 
or what Sgt. called... it's really quite funny. And Mike isn't kidding 
about the "I gotta back on outta here", we heard it yesterday afternoon. 


VV VV 


If the patch isn't being used for anything else, it might as well be used 
by someone for something that they deem useful. I suppose you'd rather 
have all the equipment just sit around and consume power until someone asks 
for your approval on the subject matter of their autopatch? 


Then there's the bottom feeding scum who supposedly fell down the stairs 
of his apartment building and is sueing the landlord and bragging about 
it on the air how he's gonna buy a new FT-1000D, and all these goodies 
with the settlement money. Jeez.. 


VV VVV VV 


Being an asshole isn't limited to no-codes. 


> But the best one, by far, is the courtesy tone. There are STILL people 
> out there who don't know what the tone is for. Interesting..... 


And I'm sure you have been very polite in educating the new hams in the 
meaning of the tone? 


Darin Cowan - cowan@balsam.pinetree.org | I just try to make people's 
VE3 OIJ | lives a little more surreal 


Date: 26 Jul 93 14:07:30 EDT 

From: psinntp!arrl.org@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: ARRL and it's members 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In rec.radio.amateur.policy, stocker@nssdca.gsfc.nasa.gov (ERICH FRANZ STOCKER) 
writes: 


>and complicate the process. Finally, realize that you are always given a 
>chance to make your views known but you will never have a guarantee that they 
>will always be accepted. 


At the New England Division convention in Manchester, NH last weekend, 
there were about 50 people at the ARRL forum, most of whom were ARRL 
volunteers or staff. Only a few members took the time to come to the 


forum and hear what the ARRL leadership there (two Directors, a Vice 
Director, the ARRL President, a Vice President and the Executive VP, as 
well as the IARU President) had to say, or to question them. Too bad. 
Of course, I'd xlikex to think that they didn't show up at the forum 
because they've already communicated with these people via letter, 
electronically, at club meetings, or on the floor of the convention. 
But I know better. 


>Lastly, any organization that depends on volunteer labor should not be 
>castigated when such a volunteer fails to honor a meeting commitment. I'm 
>sure that everyone recognizes that the league does not want this to happen. 


Quite true. In the case of the ARRL Field Organization, the members get 
to pass judgement on the activities of the volunteers every two years, 
when the SM election is held. 

Jon Bloom, KE3Z | jbloom@arrl.org 

American Radio Relay League | 

225 Main St., Newington CT 06111 | 


Date: 26 Jul 1993 18:21:39 GMT 

From: meaddata!dem@uunet.uu.net 

Subject: ARRL Internet connection (was: Re: STILL waiting ...) 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In rec.radio.amateur.misc, jherndo@eis.calstate.edu (John Herndon) writes: 

> Well, stop taking it out of "the back pockets" of ARRL members. As quite 
> a few of us have seen, the ARRL is now connected to the Internet. Drop 

> the DIRECT connection, and save several thousand dollars a month. 

In article <1823@arrl.org>, jbloom@arrl.org (Jon Bloom, KE3Z) writes... 

> Well. This is the first time we've been dinged for being xtoo wellx 

> connected to the Internet. Congratulations! You win the award for 


> coming up with a new complaint. 


In article <26JUL199311552066@nssdca.gsfc.nasa.gov>, 
stocker@nssdca.gsfc.nasa.gov (ERICH FRANZ STOCKER) writes: 


> Good work! Keep upgrading connectivity. 


I second the motion! Some people will complain about anything. 


David Myers "You guys listen to managers (513) 865-1343 


Mead Data Central much too often." Fabrication Systems 
P.O. Box 933 My manager dem@meaddata.com 
Dayton, Ohio 45401 28 2/5/93 7 ...!uunet!meaddata! dem 


Date: 26 Jul 1993 23:31:34 GMT 

From: koriel!west.West.Sun.COM!11-a!£lloyd@ames.arpa 
Subject: ARRL opposes temporary permits 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <1801@arrl.org> jbloom@arrl.org (Jon Bloom, KE3Z) writes: 
>In rec.radio.amateur.misc, flloyd@l1-a.west.sun.com 
(Fred Lloyd [Phoenix SE]) writes: 


>> 

>>wWhy doesn't the ARRL take opinion polls? The very idea that we elect 
>>representative members to voice our opinions in anachronistic at best. 
>>Has the ARRL ever held a general vote of the membership? Why can't 
>>the ARRL poll its membership? Why does it continue to hold on to 
>>the decidedly disrepresentative method of governing? 

> 

>For the same reason that other representative bodies do: because it 
>works better. Most hams have neither the time nor the inclination to 
>educate themselves on all of the issues for which an ARRL policy 
>position is needed. Deciding issues by referendum simply results in 
>an outcome dominated by votes made on the basis of two seconds of 
>thought and inadequate familiarity with the issues. For example, 

>do you really want all of the VHF-only types voting on where the HF 
>subbands should be? Ox do you want that decision made by those who 
>have a direct interest? Representative democracy allows those who 
>have an interest in a particular issue to influence the outcome 

>while *xnot*x requesting disinterested parties to make a decision. 


I have to would say that (200,000) people forking out over $30 a year 
for dues are slightly more than "disinterested". As a member, I'm 
essentially paying you to watch after my interests, and so far all 
you've said is that you're only willing to listen to me when I voice my 
opinion through an inefficient, bureaucratic old-boy network conduit. 
If the ballot postcard was in the magazine, perhaps adjacent to an 
accompanying article, one could conclude that the voters were 
suficientlly informed. 


I submit that as a group, such voters would be more informed than 
those who voted in the last presidential election. 


> 
>I have no faith whatsoever in the Perot-ian concept of direct voter 
>issue-by-issue polling. 


Okay, so now we know who you voted for. 


>>I'll be the first to admit that I don't know who my local section 
>>manager is. I didn't vote at all in the last local section election. 
> 

>Well, your Section Manager doesn't make policy, your Director does. 
>If you are too apathetic to even learn how to make your voice heard 
>in the existing system, why should anyone believe that you would 
>bother to inform yourself about issues before voting on them? 


If I were apathetic, then I wouldn't be writing this. What I'm 
talking about here is access, which the ARRL has done nothing in 
recent years to improve. Representative government was designed to 
solve the problems of the 18th Century, when neither radio nor 
telephones existed. Just because it's been in place for years 

does not mean that it's necessarily the best way of doing it. 


>I quite agree that the level of participation in ARRL elections is 
>abysmal. But changing to a referendum system throws the baby out 
>with the bath water. 


Then how about a non-binding, advisory vote in which the results are 
published? After all, the people who make the decisions could use 
a dose of reality once in a while. 


>>I get numerous mailings from the League 

>>each year, how much could it cost them to do a mass ballot? I suspect 
>>that cost is not the issue, but rather the deisre by those currently 
>>in power not to dilute their considerable influence by the whims and 
>>will of the unwashed masses. 

> 

>When the "unwashed masses" don't bother to become engaged in the 
>process of policy development, the result is a disproportionate 
>influence by those who xdox bother to become involved. I'd applaud 
>more involvement by xall*x ARRL members. Lacking that, I prefer 

>that those who get involved make the decisions--they know a lot 

>more about the issues. 


So in other words, I take it that your vote goes for not changing 
anything. Personally, I'm highly suspicious of any membership 
organization that chooses not to hear what the general members have 
to say directly. Calling us ininformed and apathetic as an excuse 
to deny us a direct vote speaks volumes for how the League must 


characterize its membership. 


-fred 

[ Fred Lloyd, AA7BQ Fred.Lloyd@west.sun.com ] 
[ Sun Microsystems, Systems Engineer ] 
[ Phoenix, AZ (602) 224-3517 ] 


Date: 27 Jul 1993 09:48:07 +1000 

From: munnari.oz.au!mel.dit.csiro.au!its.csiro.au!dmssyd.syd.dms.CSIRO.AU! metro! 
sequoia!ultima!kralizec.zeta.org.au!kralizec.zeta.org.au!not-for- 
mail@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: Code/NoCode 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In <CAKz25.751@srgenprp.sr.hp.com> alanb@sr.hp.com (Alan Bloom) writes: 


>When the Novice license was introduced in the 50's it was for a 1-year 
>texrm and NON-RENEWABLE. It was considered a temporary beginners license. 
>After a year, you upgraded or lost your ham license forever. 


Here in AUstralia the argument for and against no-code amateur licenses 
rages like it seems to in the US. With the new Radiocommunications Act 
1992 that has recently become law here, there is supposed to have been 
a new class of novice license created which required no morse code 
experience. 


As one who is vehemently against 'forcing' people into qualifiying in 
morse to gain a full call license, I support such moves. In fact, if it 
were not for the morse requirements, I would study up and go for the 
full-call (less morse) license ASAP! 


At the moment I have no amateur licesne, and like many others, find morse 

both intimidating and unecessary. Why, with so much development in 

packet and other forms of radio comms, should we be forced to learn 

morse? 

Craig Dewick (craig@kralizec.zeta.org.au). 

May you all survive Kralizec, for it will bring about the rebirth of mankind as 
a self-perpetuating organism. - Kralizec, the Typhoon Struggle. 


Date: Mon, 26 Jul 1993 18:07:32 GMT 


From: dog.ee.lbl.gov!overload.1lbl.gov!agate!howland.reston.ans.net!noc.near.net! 
squam.banyan.com!banyan.com!dts@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: Code/NoCode 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <CAKz25.751@srgenprp.sr.hp.com>, alanb@sr.hp.com (Alan Bloom) writes: 
|> Tom Bodoh (bodoh@dgg.cr.usgs.gov) wrote: 

[> : In article <CAKIp8.6CK@egr.uri.edu>, swamik@orca.ele.uri.edu (Swami 
Kumaresan) writes: 


meena Pree 
|> : |> operators (I know some). Maybe the FCC should allow a nocode license for 
|> : |> one year, 


|> : |> after that the code must be taken...I don't know, just a thought... 
I> : [> 
|> : |> 73s de KB1AMB/AA 


|> : |> 73s 

|> 2 -- 

|> : Interesting idea - shorter duration no-code licenses... that would be an 
|> : excellent incentive for upgrading. 

|> 


|> When the Novice license was introduced in the 50's it was for a 1-year 

|> term and NON-RENEWABLE. It was considered a temporary beginners license. 
|> After a year, you upgraded or lost your ham license forever. 

|> 

[> AL N1AL 


And unless you had a good support network of local Elmers, that's exactly what 
happened, you never got on the air and the license expired. That's what happened 
to WNISMS, which I held in the early 70's. It wasn't ‘till the nocode was added 
that I even bothered to get a license again. Sure it only took me a week or two 
to get back up to 5 WPM, but I had other things to keep me busy. 


Back at the age of 12, it took me 6 months to get a receiver (that drifted badly) 
and I never did get a transmitter. I did not have a parent who was a ham, and did 
not know any hams in the community. Non-renewable, short-term licenses are really 
not the answer... 


Daniel Senie Internet: dts@questar.banyan.com 
Banyan Systems, Inc. Compusetrve: 74176 ,1347 
508-898-1188 Packet Radio: N1IJEB@KA1SRD.MA 


Date: Mon, 26 Jul 93 20:57:06 GMT 
From: mvb.saic.com!unogate!news.service.uci.edu!usc!howland.reston.ans.net!torn! 
nott!cunews! revcan! balsam! cowan@network.ucsd.edu 


Subject: Lead the Way! (was Re: 1947 No Code survey (was Re: References f 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


robert@amanda.jpunix.com (robert) writes: 
I have elected not to operate on any Amateur bands above 25 MHz. 


I DO listen to Two Meters on occasion, which in my own humble opinion 
has evolved to a VHF-FM version of Citizens Band. Oh well... 


VV VV Vv 


Yeah, I know what you mean... The two meter cword just seems to be interested 
in communication and having fun, instead of being interested in the entire 
point of amateur radio - learning to be as anal retentive as possible. 


Oh well, maybe one day those upstarts will grow up and become boring old farts 
who'd rather criticize others than have a good time. Amateur radio will 
sure improve when that happens. I can't wait. 


Darin Cowan - cowan@balsam.pinetree.org | I just try to make people's 
VE3 OIJ | lives a little more surreal 


Date: Mon, 26 Jul 1993 23:04:10 GMT 

From: agate! howland.reston.ans.net!darwin.sura.net!newsserver.jvnc.net! 
newsserver.egr.uri.edu! orca! swamik@ames.arpa 

Subject: Real CBers 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


>>rcanders@nyx.cs.du.edu (Mr. Nice Guy) writes: 

>> I seem to remember that shortly after the big CB bust when CB went to 40 
>> channels that many of real CBers learned to talk in Morris and got 

>> 


>> Rev. Rod (genuwin mail order minister) 


>Learned to talk in Morris? Negatory, Good Buddy. That's Morse, 
>like horse. Ten-Four? 


> --Robert 


Yeah, and thats GENUINE, now u try it, G-E-N-U-I-N-E 


God! What an .. -.. .. --- - ! 


Swami Kumaresan 

swamik@orca.ele.uri.edu 

Swamik@morio.e-technik.uni-kl.de 

KBIAMB@KA1AZ.RI (Ham Radio BBS) 

kblamb@kbiamb.ampr.org AMPRNet (Amateur Packet Radio TCP/IP Network) 


KB1AMB/AA Advanced Class Amateur Radio Operator 
I Monitor 147.165/.765 Repeater 
& 20 meter band (SSB & CW) 


Date: 26 Jul 93 16:00:40 

From: idacrd.ccr-p.ida.org!idacrd!n4hy@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: References for Code vs. No-Code Debate 82-90 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In the late 1980's and early 1990's, Don Stoner's group (I forget the name), 
W5YI, and several others started talking about bringing up a NOCODE license 
again a few years after the earlier rejection by the ARRL BASED ON OVERHWELMING 
MEMBER REJECTION of the notion. AMSAT, TAPR, QCWA, and many other 
organizations had votes of their boards of directors and sent copies of the 
resolutions so adopted to the board of directors of the ARRL. The ARRL 
formed the ‘Wilson' committee (he is now prexy of ARRL) to study the issue. 
They did. They adopted a stance in favor of a LIMITED (220 and above) 
nocode license. The FCC rejected this in favor of the simpler solution, 
give everything above 50 Mhz to a person who can study the materials and 
pass the Element 3A exam. Do you think if I tell you this ten more times 
you will remember it? 


Your host name is appropriately named. 


Bob 


Robert W. McGwier | n4hy@ccr-p.ida.org 
Center for Communications Research | Interests: amateur radio, astronomy, golf 


Princeton, N.J. 08520 | Asst Scoutmaster Troop 5700, Hightstown 


Date: Tue, 27 Jul 1993 01:29:40 GMT 

From: pa.dec.com!nntpd2.cxo.dec.com!nuts2u.enet.dec.com! little@decwrl.dec.com 
Subject: Wash Cnty, OR Antenna Ordinance - HELP !! 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


On a related note. The Village of Palatine, IL is now considering an 
amendment to their zoning laws to restrict the number of roof mounted 
antennas on a single family dwelling to 2 antennas. The ordinance covering 
ground mounted antennas already limits their installation to 1 antenna, 
with a 100% setback requirement and a absolute maximum of 50 feet in height 
over all. 


Any suggestions on how to fight this on a shoestring would be greatly 
appreciated. Apparently PRB-1 isn't having it's desired affect in this 
area. The initial introduction of this amendment is taking place tonight. 
I plan to be there, but giving the recent unanimous denial of my petition 
for a special use permit, I doubt we're going to have much luck. I'll let 
you know how it turns out. 


73, 
Todd 
NOMWB 


Date: Mon, 26 Jul 93 21:18:26 GMT 

From: walter! porthos!dancer!whs70@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Wash Cnty, OR Antenna Ordinance - HELP !! 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <3465@tekgen.bv.tek.com> brucec@tekgen.bv.tek.com (Bruce Cheney) 
writes: 

>Here in Washington County Oregon, the County Commisioners are in 
>the process of passing Ordinance 414 which will require fees for 
>ALL amateur antennas. The fees range from $25 to $1250 depending 
>on antenna type. Towers will require a 100% setback. Towers will 
>be limited to 100 feet tall in urban areas and 150 feet in rural. 
> 

>If you would like to help, you might consider sending a FAX to the 
>Washington County Commisioners stating your opposition. 

> 

>Please, be polite, be brief, and identify yourself. 

> 

>The intent is not to harass them, but to let them know that a lot 


>of people (both in and out of county) don't agree with this kind 
>of legislation. 

> 

>Their FAX number is: 503 693 4545 

>Bruce Cheney NI7M 


I've sent off the following FAX: 


County Commissioners 
Washington County 
Oregon 


FAX - 503-693-4545 
Subject: Proposed Ordinance 414 (Amateur Antenna Fees/restrictions) 


As an elected official myself (Vice President, town council of the Township of 
Mount Olive, NJ), I would like you to consider not passing the proposed 
ordinance 414 which (as I understand it) will impose significant fees on amateur 
radio antennas and will impose height restrictions also. I ask that you 
especially look at any reasons you have for ever having considered this 
ordinance in the first place. Was this ordinance drafted in response to some 
issue or concern voiced by the populace? If yes, what are those concerns? If 
no, then what was the genesis of this legislation? 


Date: (null) 

From: (null) 

Clearly, I have not had access to your proposed ordinance, and can't comment in 
depth without having read it, but I would ask you to question your need for the 
ordinance, especially with regard to the community service the amateur radio 
community provides when disaster strikes (e.g. the California earthquakes, the 
Florida Hurricanes, the flooding of the Mississippi even as I write this). 


Again, please consider abandoning the passage of ordinance 414. 
Respectfully, 


William (Bill) Sohl, Amateur Radio Operator K2UNK 
Vice President, Mount Olive Town Council 

29 Netcong Road 

Budd Lake, NJ 07828 


Hope it helps. 


Standard Disclaimer- Any opinions, etc. are mine and NOT my employer's. 
Bill Sohl (K2UNK) BELLCORE (Bell Communications Research, Inc.) 
Morristown, NJ email via UUCP ber!cc!whs70 
201-829-2879 Weekdays email via Internet whs70@cc.bellcore.com 


Date: 27 Jul 93 12:38:54 GMT 

From: ogicse!uwm.edu!spool.mu.edu!darwin.sura.net!rsg1.er.usgs. gov! 
dgg.cr.usgs. gov! bodoh@network.ucsd.edu 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Jul22.144236.25076@rsg1.er.usgs.gov>, 
<CAKz25.751@srgenprp.sr.hp.com>, <231qfnINNsgp@kralizec.zeta.org.au> 
Subject : Re: Code/NoCode 


Since the anti-no-coders seem convinced that learning code is a necessary 
hurdle because it requires some level of effort - why not allow hams to 
substitute a course in French for the code requirement? It could prove 
to be more useful in worldwide HF communications... 


Actually, I'm not anti-code - I just thought I'd point out that if broadening 
your communication opportunities is a goal, there may be other alternatives... 


FAFEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE PEEP EE EEEE EHH 
+ Tom Bodoh - Sr. systems software engineer, Hughes STX, NOX?? (in the mail) + 


+ USGS/EROS Data Center, Sioux Falls, SD, USA 57198 (605) 594-6830 + 
+ Internet; bodoh@dgg.cr.usgs.gov (152.61.192.66) 

+ 
+ "Welcome back my friends to the show that never ends!" EL&P 

+ 


FEEEEEFEEFEFEAEEEEEEEAFEPEEEEEFEFEAEEEEEEEAEELEAEEEEEEEAFEEPEEEEAEETEAEEEEE PEATE 


End of Ham-Policy Digest V93 #263 
KKKKKKKKKKK KKK KKKKKKKKKEKEKER KAKA 


